THE EVIDENCE OF THE FIRST FOLIO
connected ^with the Folio who do not appear*
The player^ Heminges and Condell, were only
nominally responsible. The publishers could not
have undertaken so considerable a venture with-
out financial support. The assistance of at least
an editor must have been available to advise as
to the selection of the plays, some of which had
been published anonymously, while others were
previously unknown; the text approved, their
order and classification; and more especially to
account for the revision and marked improve-
ment of the text in some cases before inclusion in
the Folio. As instances: 1,081 new lines and
many alterations in Merry Wives; 1,100 lines
and a new scene in King John; 60 new lines
and many alterations in Othello.
Says Greenwood (p. 415), after commenting
on these improvements: "I only lay stress upon
the important fact that here again is conclusive
evidence of the careful revision and rewriting of
Shakespeare's plays, by whomsoever done,"
Again, whence came the initiation of the
proposal? Certainly not from Stratford. There
is no mention, as might be expected, of any
executor or relative of William of Stratford in
connection with the Folio.
The main stumbling-block is that Shakspere of
Stratford did not fill the part of the great Poet, nor
did his fellow-players ever speak of him as an author.
Says Lee:   "We   have not the authority of
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